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Mr. President;
distinguisheddelegates:

I am pleased to participate in the deliberations of the Econcmic and
Social Council once again as you begin discussions on global economic issues.
Among documents before you for these deliberations is the very excellent
“World Economic Survey” produced by the United Nations Department of Economic
and Socisl Affairs (DIESA). Such matters obviously affect very significantly
the health and well-being’of the world’s children. I would like to examine
with you today some insights which arise from UNICEF’s particular vantage of
concern for this vulnerable group, and some suggestions for action by the
United Nations system.

In my address to last year’s session of this body, I spoke to you about
four msjor areas of opportunity in which ECOSOC and the U.N. system can play a
vital role toward making significant contributions in easing or solving tbe
problems of these challenging times in a more immediate framework, through
enablin”ghumanity to meet the basic needs of its most vulnerable citizens. On
each of the fronts I named, I sm pleased to note that important advancements
have been msde and that the U.N. system has contributed significantly to these
achievements. I will discuss with you today specific
can now take to maximize the momentum gained.

actions which the system

Adjustment with a human face

The first of the four areas which I singled out last year was the need for
more creative response to economic hardship through a tempering of policies in
order to protect the most vulnerable during periods of adjustment - a concern
which, I am pleased to say, is now well known as
face”.

“adjustment with a humsn
The Council hss heard the Secretary-General and others emphasize this

issue already. As you are aware, this approach calls not only for a greater
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protection of investment in the social sector during economic adjustment, but
also for a restructuring of social sector expenditures toward long-run human
goals by focusing on cost-effective measures for protecting those most in need.

It was in this chamber that UNICEF made its first major public statement
on the issue - in July 1985, when Dr. Richard Jolly addressed this Council on
my behalf. It was also in this chamber that a Managing Director of the IMF
made a major public statement”supporting the concept, when Mr. de Larosi&re
addressed this body in 1986. And again, it waa to ECOSOC that the current
Managing Director of the IMF, Mr. Camdessus, last summer made a mejor public
statement supporting, and even strengthening, his predecessor’s endorsement.

One indication of tbe progress made on this issue was evident at a meeting
on the human dimension of adjustment policies held in February by Sxecutive
Heads of the five organizations associated with the Joint Consultative Group
on Policy (JIXP) and personally attended by Mr. Camdessus and Senior
Vice-President (Operations) Qureshi of the World Bank. Consensus on the need
for strengthening such policy was voiced by all.

This progress in international agreement was, in fact, reinforced
dramatically in opening remarks by Mr. Cemdessus to the recent IMP report,
‘The Implications of Fund-Supported Adjustment Progrxms for Poverty”, which
was published in May. He stated: ..,.

● “I should li~e to express two convictions. The first is that
adjustment does not have to lower basic human standards. In this
context, the efforts of fellow agenciea of the U.N. family both to
protect social programs in the face of unavoidable budget cuts and to
make such programs ❑ore efficient - delivering better services at
less cost - exemplify tbe types of things that are essential. My
second conviction is that the more adjustment efforts give proper
weight to social realitiea – especially the implications for the
pooreat - the more successful they are likely to be.”

The challenge remsins, however, to convert far more fully the growing
rhetorical consensus into concrete actions at the country level on an
ever–broadening scale. Guidelines in this endeavour can be found in UNICEF’s
two-volume text entitled Adjustment with a ffumanFace, published within the
last year and available for sale in U.N. bookshops.

Humangoals for the 1990s

The second area of opportunity which I raised with you last year offers
specific guidelines on how to make the most of social sector resources in
order to meet the needs of the most vulnerable over the longer-term, i.e., how
to get more fron.the same, or from even less. As so many have pointed out in
discussions on “adjustment with a human face”, we need increasingly to move
from short-tens preoccupations. I questioned last year whether the world
community would capitalize on the recent child health breakthroughs which show
that significant progress ~ be made at low fimncial cost in improving the
well-being of children even in times of economic retrenchment ~ governments
will press forward vigorously in pursuing the present potential for a Child
Survival and Development Revolution (CSDR).
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●’ I am ,mostpleased to note, Mr. President, that a month following my last
address to you, WHO announced that immunization coverage of young children
against the six main child-kil1ing diseases had reached 50 per dent
worldwide. Also, UNICEF was able to say in its State of the World’s Children

&F!Q!X fOr 1988 that in 1987 the lives Of sOme 2 milliOn children were saved,
and a comparable number were saved from lives of crippling disability caused
by childhood diseases, as a result of two interventions alone - immunization
and the use of oral dehydration therapy. Thanks to the extraordinary
initiatives launched by African countries in the mid 1980s with the support of
the U.N. and bilateral agencies, in 1987 100,000 fewer children died than in
1985, and greater reductions are expected in 1988. This is in strong contrast
to the steady rise in child deaths in Africa between 1970 and the mid l~80s,
despite the projections of demographers that child deaths would continue to
rise steadily in Africa at least through the year 2000.

The fact that considerable progress has been made in this arena - and the
potential for further major advancements - was confirmed in mid-March at a
meeting in Talloires, France, convened by the international Taak Force on
Child Survival (often referred to as the “Bellagio Group”), which gathered a
dozen health ministers and health secretaries from major developing countries
of the world (Brazil, China, Colombia, Ixidia,Mexico, Nigeria, Pakistan);
heads of major international organizations; plus mjor bilateral aid agency

schinistreicrs; and private leadership from the Rockefeller Foundation ar.d
Rotary International. out of this review (attached) of the world
immunization/child survival effort,came the exciting conclusion that, with a
❑odest additional amount of political will, it & do-able - by the end of this
century – in twelve years - to reduce the 1980 child death rate by more than
half. If this is accomplished, it will save from death or disability well
over one-hundred mil1ion children over the next 12 years, while slowing
population growth as well, as families gain the confidence that the children
they “havewill live.

Such historic progress will be possible, however, only if - armed with the
new low-cost/high-impacthealth tools, and our new ability to communicate with
the world’s poor - we double child mortality reduction rates of the first half
of the 1980s. [Required reduction rates for all countries are illustrated on
the attached table].

It is scarce wonder that the “Declaration of Talloires” [attached] begins
with the statement:

“Remarkable health progress has been achieved during the past
decade. Global recognition that healthy children and healthy
families are essential for human and national development is
steadily increasing. Cnnsensus has been reached on the strategy
for providing essential co-ity primary health programmed. The
international community has become engaged in partnership with
national govemments in the creation of successful global
programmed, ensuring the availability of financial support and
appropriate technologies.11●
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The Declaration proposes Year 2000 health goala which received consensus
approval of the participants at Talloires. Of these goals, a useful
“short-list” of so-able Year 2000 goals could be capsulized to include:

1) halving 1980 under-5 mortality rates, ar reducing them to 70 per 1,00IJ
live births, whichever is less;

2) eradication af polio (endorsed by the World Health Assembly in May);

3) achieving universal primary education (to which I would add 80 per cent
1iteracy among women of child-bearing age);

4) achieving less than 1 per cent severe malnutrition; and

5) promoting expanded coverage of water supply and sanitation.

Special attention needs to be given to analyzing the strategy for
achieving these goals on a country-by-country basis. The table attached to
the Declaration, which includes child mortality reduction rates required
country by country to reach the Year 2000 goal, is a useful tool toward this
end.

●
We take great encouragementt frnm.the fact that there has been a tremendous

increase in political attention at the top for progress through the CSDR. The
SAARC Summit, which had pioneered in 1986 the use of Summit meetings to
highlight the priority of issues relating to children, repeated this
foresighted step last fall.

The OAU devoted for the first time major attention to children’s issues
last summer (just as ECOSOC was meeting), and hss just completed its 1988
Summit with several msjor resolutions on the opportunities for addressing
children’s problems. These include redoubled commitment to achieve the goal
of Universal Child Immunization by 1990; an enthusiastic endorsement of the
Bamako Initiative, following up on the earlier proposal by their Health
Ministers, which calls for universal maternal and child health care supparted
by a “greatly expanded supply of essential drugs - enabled by a multi-fold
increase in both external financing and supply and increased local
mobilization of resources; and early U.N. action - by 1989 - on the Convention
on the Rights of the Child.

As you have heard today from both the United States and the USSR
statements, even the recent Moscow Summit of the two superpowers, which were
meeting principally to address issues af war and strategic arms, nevertheless
took the time to address issues related to children, which was reflected in
the joint communique as follows:

I!Bothleaders reaffimed their support for the wsO/~ICEF gOal

of reducing the scale of preventable childhood deaths through the
most effective methods of saving children. They urged other
coaatries and the international cammunity to intensify efforts tn
achieve this goal.”
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ACTIONBYTHEUNITEDNATIONSSYSTEM

The Convention on the Riqht$ of the Child

A year ago in this chamber, I also spoke about a third issue - the
potential for the United Nations to make an historic contribution through
adoption of a “Convention on. the Rights of the Child’(,and I suggested that
such an action be accomplished by, and in commemoration of, next year’s 10th
anniversary of the International Year of the Child (IYC). Passage of the
Convention by the United Nations General Assembly during the fall of 1989
represents an opportunity to establish not only the rights to which,all
children are entitled, but also the responsibilitiesof governments to protect
those rights. Ratification of the Convention, in itself, will not mean that
children’s rights will be met nor that our responsibilities toward ghildren
will be fulfilled. Rather, it will mark a milestone in the journey toward
these ends - a milestone along the path toward honoring child rights for all
peoples. It will ea.tablishan important global standard.

While the process and objective of General Assembly endorsement in 1989 is
still before us, I am pleased to’note the progress of the past year in this
arena and tbe contribution which this Council has made to that progress. In
November 1987, with ECOSOC encouragement, the General Assembly allocated the
meeting time necessary to complete the drafting which made possible completion
of the first reading of the draft Convention by the Wnrking Group of the Human
Rights Commission, as repnrted to the spring session of ECOSOC. Similarly,
ECOSOC bas endorsed the request of the Human Rights Commission to convene an
extraordinary intersessional meeting in order to complete the second reading
of the draft Convention later this year. UNICEF looks on this process as a
most important step in ensuring the natioml and international legal structure
for furthering progress for children.

Action in response to AIDS

The fourth and last area of timely opportunity which I referred to last
year required the most innovative attention of the four. It was the emerging
- and urgent - need for new levels of global co-ordination and co-operation to
combat the spread of AIDS. I noted in that discussion that UNICEF has always
believed that the true test of co-ordination is not in the structure of
authority but in the practice of co–operation in programmatic action, and I
ventured that our capacity for collaborative action would be seriously tested
in this new emergency.

We have seen much encouraging progress in cooperative action since then.
Thus, last fall the General Assembly, for the first time ever, devoted one
explicit plenary debate to discussion of a disease - AIDS. The
Secretary-General appointed DIESA Under Secretary-General Rafeeuddin Abmed as
the focal point for United Nations activities related to the prevention and
control of AIDS, and Mr. Aluned subsequently established a Steering Committee
consisting of the heads of all concerned U.N. prngrammes, departments and
agencies, and a Standing Committee of focal points and liaison officers which
serves as a working group of the Steering Committee.
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0: Under NHO’s leadership, since the Global Programme on AIDS was launched in
February 1987, an unprecedented global mobilization has occurred. Mnst U.N.
organizations and offices in the economic, social and human rights areas have
begun to plan how to make appropriate programmatic contributions to this
effort. This has involved recognition of the glnbal dimensions of AIDS,
confirming an international approach to scientific work on HIV and AIDS,
catalyzing the efforts of numerous United Nations and non-United Nations
agencies in support of AIDS prevention, and design of the Global AIDS strategy
and provision of complementary funding. Those in the operational programmed,
such as UNDF’,UNFPA and UNICEF, have already engaged in specific activities
within the overall framework of the Global Strategy. In other cases, ongoing
studies, meetings and reports are being adapted to include a focus on
AIDS–related aspects. DIESA, for example, is preparing a comprehe?sive
demographic mndel on the socio-economic impact of AIDS in collaboration with
UNFPA. WHO, the Centre for H-n Rights, and we of the United Nations
Steering Committee, have also begun to consciously address the human rights
cnnsiderationa which are essential to the successful combat of this pandemic,
and to the preservation of a rational internationalorder in the process.

It is worth noting that the many alliances which are gathering wnrldwide
fnr child survival will alsn be indispensable for combatting the AIDS
pandemic, whether we look fnrward to arresting its spread thrnugh a vaccine or
through a nw$sive educational’csmpaign to change penple’s behaviour.

c

The task of accomplishing a mobilization adequate to such a task, if it
were attempted fnr AIDS alone, might well meet unsurpassable obstacles in
achievine the critical mass necessarv. If. however. such an initiative is
undertaken in the context of acceler~ting
pnlitics of the overall effort can be
consistent appeal.

Tnday, such comprehensive mobilization
survival and development revolution. Both
and the lessons which have been learned
challenge.

,.. .
primary health care services, the
expected to maintain broad and

effnrts are underway in the child
the netwnrks which have been formed
can be applied to this new AIDS

Even from the tragic pandemic of AIDS, powerful contributions are being
made to humanity. Among those are the lessons we are learning in
co-ordinating throughout the multilateral system, and in seeking from each
group that which it is especially suited to offer.

Greater than the sum of our parts -

the power of collaborative action

In my address last year, I urged - if the U.N. system is to play the major
role required to meet the challenges before us - that we accelerate our
efforts at achieving a concerted mobilization. We must draw upon the varied
strengths within the system and bring them to bear in a far more focused

● manner. I said then, and I continue to believe, that achieving this
mobilization will require a considerably strengthened role for this Cnuncil.
I am particularly pleased to share the observation that since that time, a
number of developments have ❑oved us as a system in this direction.



Perhaps most prominent among these events was your decision to support the
Director-General in carrying out case studies on the system’s operational
activities at the country level. The report produced - the Janssen Report -
is surely one of the best documents prepared on this subject (which is not
surprising given the experience and distinction of the author). Similarly,
the General Assembly Resolution on Operational Activities (42/196) is a
benchmark which I believe will provide guidance and direction for our
activities over the next Few.years. Both the Janssen Report and the General
Assembly Resolution were reviewed in detail by our Executive Board, whose
Report has been transmitted to this Council. One of the principal challenges
now before the secretariats of the system is to adequately implement the
provisions which have been laid out.

From discussions on these issues, a number of key areas have emerged.
Allow me to highlight a few which are especially significant from th~ UNICEF
perspective:

1.

● 2.

3.

Formulating the right - at the beginning of collaboration efforts is
the key to success. This is true both at the international level, as, for
example, in the formulation of an international development strategy, and
at the national level through guidance by the recipient government and
active support by agenties and donors. Mounting collaborative efforts
around basic goals sounds like simple logic, yet somehow, we still often
fail to achieve it.

Such goals must focus in high priority areas in which a concerted
commitment by the international community can mean the difference for
success. They need to enjoy a true international consensus and, above
all, be formulated by the recipient governments themselves. We in UNICEF
believe that a collaborative, concerted effort can best be built around
development goals designed to accelerate progress on issues such as the
social dimensions of the adjustment processes; strengthening the role of
women in development; and achieving dramatic increases in child survival
through primary health care measures such as universal child immunization.

Achieving such goals will require new degrees of imagination in utilizing
our tools of advocacy and in creating a true international mobilization:
The support for increased attention to child survival and development
affirmed at the Summits to which I referred earlier demonstrates the
degree to which major international leaders are prepared to consider
committing their national capacity to specific new development goals, if
they are presented with fresh thinking and feasible opportunities.

For international mobilizations on such issues to succeed at the country
level, there will be a ‘need for the Resident Co-ordinator to play a more
effective role. Under the guidance of the recipient government and in
collaboration with his U.N. partners, the Resident Co-ordinator can assist in
the identification of key areas for collaborative efforts and help mobilize
collaboration efforts around them. This process will also require more

*

regular programme-oriented meetings among the U.N. Organizations and their

,. .,,
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partners “at the country level. Such meetings should produce among the U.N.
organizations specific agreed-upon plans that are monitored explicitly, and
with stronger senior level oversight from headquarters. The progress of these
country-level efforts can then be clearly reported to ECOSOC for your review
and guidance. Proposals along these lines will be presented to the ACC
Committee on Operational Activities in September.

As forceful as some of these suggestions may seem, I would also like to
point out that achieving these international and country-level mobilizations
can be achieved within the existing mandates of the organizations of the U.N.
system and of the Resident Co-ordinators. We can and need to build on, the
strengths of the participating partners - not weaken or destroy them. As
UNICEF’s Executive Board recognized, UNICEF’s country programming approach is
one such strength which, in full collaborationwith governments and others, we
will gladly use to help strengthen country efforts to common goals. In short,
let me repeat what I said last year: what may be needed, rather than new
structures, is far more effective use of existing ones.

Another area stressed in Resolution 42/196 and by the UNICEF Sxecutive
Board is the valuable work of the Joint Consultative Group on Policy (JCGP)
composed of DNDP, UNFPA, WFP, IFAD and UNICEF, which, incidentally, UNICEF
current1y chairs. Here again, I believe, we are seeing an emphasis on

a

mobilizing inter-agency country-levelefforts and achi.e!.ri~gthese goals within
each organization’s respective mandates and procedures.

In the few short months since the passage of Resolution L21196, we have
been particularly pleased .to see significant progress in a number of areas of
joint or collaborative programming. As the Director-General has pointed out
in his report to the Council, the JCGP can report particular progress in areas
such as women in development; achieving better adjustment processes; our work
in Africa, in particular the response to the UNFAAERD; the hermonization of
programmed and procedures; strengthening support for common premises and
services; as well as beginning coumon efforts on staff training and personnel
administration.

In.his capacities as Chairman of the JCGP, as well as the newly elected
Chairman”of the ACC Committee on Operational Activities (CCSQ/OPS), I am
confident that Dr. Jolly, our Deputy Sxecutive Director for Progrs.mmes,will
be in a position to report to the Director-General continued progress by the
time the General Assembly discusses these issues.

Crisis in the North; solutions in the South

Finally, I cannot finish my report on the well–being of vulnerable
children and mothers without joining others who have referred to the difficult
international economic climate which takes its heavy toll on hundreds of
millions of children and mothers in the developing world, particularly in

● Latin America and Africa, where per capita incomes are well below those of
1980. I have spoken with you this afternoon about several opportunities which
hold the potential to make significant differences in the lives of the most
vulnerable. I believe that accepting the challenge of these opportunities is
the only conscionable thing to do, and that‘suchaction is urgently needed..

,,. ‘.,



Frankly, however, acting on these measures alone will not be enough.

I repeat, for its tragically continuing relevance, a statement which I
have quoted before in this chsmbe.r. It was President Nyerere of Tanzania who
msde the anguished plea, “Must we starve our children to pay our debts”?
Unfortunately, actual practice still continues all-too-often to answer with a
“yes”, and many hundreds of thousands of children have died as a consequence.
Remedial actions are in process, as with actions for Adjustment with a Human
Face, and most recently at the Toronto Summit, but often still too little, and
still too late. Mike Faber of the Institute of Development Studies (IDS) in
Sussex recently depicted the situation with this 1980s version of the story of
Sisyphus: “The Third World debtor is the Sisyphus of the modern age -,but
with this difference from the tragic hero of antiquity: every time: the
Sisyphus rock rolls down to the bottom of the mountain, he finds that it has
become heavier, and each time that Sisyphus looks up at the top, beh~ld, the
mountain has become higher !”

As we hsve heard from the Secretary-General, from Under-Secretary-General
Rsfeeuddin Ahmed and others, a msjor additional effort to restore development
momentum in Africa and in other parts of the debt-distressed Third World is
urgently needed. I would argue thst it is required at this crucial jnncture
not only, as we usually hear, for the vulnerable in the South, but equslly for
the benefit of the North. . ..

This is because up to now the,progressive restructuring in growth of the
imbalances between the United States deficit and the Japan/Western Europe
surpluses has been thought of as a restructuring primarily between the United
States, Japan, and Western Europe. It now apprears increasingly that
restructuring may not be ‘adequatewithin that framework. Political processes
in the United States, Western Europe and Japan at this point do not allow the
rapidity of structural response witbin each society which would be needed to
restructure the Western industrial world within an acceptable time frsme.

Restoration of more balanced growth throughout the developing world would
increase the demsnd for imports from the industrialized countries very
substantially, by more than US$1OObillion annually. This growth in demsnd
would, in turn, greatly facilitate, and quite possibly be indispensible for,
the restructuringin the context of growth of the economies of the industrial
West, with the vast overhanging danger of the American balance-of-payment
deficit (now approximately $150 billion annually) and the surpluses of Japan
and Western Europe (particularly the FRG).

The Washington-based Overseas Development Council (ODC) earlier this year
iaaued a trenchant diacuasion of this problem in its Agenda 1988: Growthl
Exports and Jobs in a Changing World Economy, which stated that, for the
economic well-being of the United States and the North generally, it is
imperative to restore economic progress in the South. In-the report, ODC
President John Sewell said:

●
“The negative impact of the economic downturn in the developing

countries on the U.S. economy was direct and measurable: U.S.
exuorts to all developing countries dropped from US$88 billion in
1960 to US$77 billion-in-1985. If expo_~tshad
half of this decade at the ssme rate as in the

grown in the first
1970s, the exports
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would have totalled about US$150 billion in current dollars. The
impact on employment also was dramatic. The actual and potential
employment loss (if exports had grown as they did in the 1970ts)
amounted to 1.7 million jobs - or nearly 21 per cent of total-
official unemployment in 1986. In addition, the global recession
cast doubt on the ability of the middle–income debtor countries to
make their debt service payments to commercial banks in the
industrial world.”

U.S. Exports to the Third Worid in the
1980s: Lost Opportunities
($ billions, constant 1980)

(s biIliOM,— 1980)

●
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The economic downturn in
affected the exports of other

so many developing countries
industrial nations as well.

has adversely

for the U.N. University’s World InstituteA recent study conducted
for Development Research (WIDER) by Professor Jeffrey Sachs of Harvard
University indicated that restructuring of industrialized country
surpluses through foreign aid and other financial transfers to the l’bird
World would have a far more rapid and beneficial impact on the global
restrueturing than comparable expenditures devoted to domestic
expansion. The study showed, for example, that a US$25 billion’expansion
of expenditures X the Japanese economy. would benefit the U.S.
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balance of payments by US$2 billion, but that a comparably increased
expenditure on foreign aid would benefit the U.S. balance of trade by
US$9-11 billion dollars - a five times more beneficial impact - as well
as significantly increasing Third World markets for other industrial
nations.

The industrialized countries would do well, therefore, to look to
middle and low income countries for export markets to help them
restructure with growth. There are many similarities, but on a more
global scale, to the late 1940s and early 1950s. We now know with the
benefit of hindsight that the enormous (J.S. economic infusions into
Europe and Japan through the Marshall PIan and related measures during
those decades not only provided the means for increased growth and ?
development in Europe and Japan, but also laid the basis for decades of
U.S. prosperity as well.

Increasingly, as the western intimtrialized countries face
difficulties in restructuring msssive American external deficits and
Japan’s and Europe’s massive surpluses, the restoration of growth in the
Third World may prove the most feasible and effective means for
restructuring the massive northern imbalances in the context of growth -
and greatly benefiting the world’s most vulnerable children in the
process.

The United Nations system has the opportunity and the responsibility
both for stressing the inadequacies and likely adverse consequences of
present policies for North and South, and for facilitating the
development and implementation of policies and responses to restore
progress in the South to the benefit of all.

******

Mr. President, the principal approaches and measures which I have
outlined today can be summarized to include:

taking greater account of the human dimension during the
adjustment process;

pursuing ambitious yet do-able human goals for the last decade
of this century;

ensuring adoption in 1989, in line with the General Assembly’s
wishes, of the Convention on the Rights of the Child;

rising together to advance and streamline the capacity of the
international community to co-ordinate our response to the AIDS
pandemic (and thereby develop a new capacity for international
action);

strengthening collaboration throughout the U.N. system; and
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taking the bold steps to influence global economic policies to
take” into consideration our rapidly increasing economic
interdependence.

These steps present formidable challenges. Yet, the network gathered
in this room of government representatives charged with the
responsibilityto address social and economic concerns possesses a unique
capacity to rise to the occasion.

The challenges are extremely clear. Opportunities to meet them are
also before us, including the possibilities to design innovative;
responses capable of achieving goals we would scarcely have dreamed of
pursuing, even a few short years ago. Effective action by this gr?up
could play a major catalytic role in saving the lives and improving the
well–being of the poorest among the human family, while building a sound
foundation for the very future of our civilization.

,,. ... ,
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s.%
0.3
1.7
0.9
-2.2
6..5
-1.6
3.1
0.2
-1.3
2,2
4.8
3.8
1,9
1.6
0.4
3,6
4.0
1.1
5.3
1,1
-2.1
2.6

8.3

-1.9
3.s
0.4
4.3
2.4
-0.2
2.9
2,3
2.7
2.9
4.0

80-85

-3.0

-0,2
-0.6
-2.0
-1,4
0.s

-13.6
-1,3
0.1
-6.1
1.8
1.9
-1.5
0,0
-0.’7
-6.4
-1.5

0.9

3.4
0.8
-0.8
0.9
0,1
-4.2
-3.1
-7.0
-7.3
-2.5
-1.2
2.2
2.8
-3.8

0.5
7.1
4.s

-5,6

3.1

-s.2

-3.9

3.4

-4.1

1.3

-4.2

-9.1

0.1

2.3

4.9

-1.7

0,0

-2.6

1.7

1.4

-4.3

-1.3

-1. e

.3,1

2.1

7.4

-6.1

-2.4

-1.6

-1. s

3.3

-3.1

-0.8

-3.4

-2.1

-0.5

-2.1

1986

380

370

397

364

294

346

294

302

388

34e

0.s5
0.66
1,01

1.00

0.57

1.01

0.57

0.52

1.98

0.6e

1.40

1.40

1.59

0.38

1.48

0.38

1,.52

1.18

8.44

7.98

7.98

7.:4

86.?/ 280

421/ 125

174/ 5*

3841 104

22281 568

7.0 8,7 0.,6

6.5 6,7 -0.14150

3S0

I 70
110
320
280
160
1.50
470
250

1:
260
370
420
470
280

5s0
Sso
160
160
230
1so
280
300
290
470
800
31O
3670
2s0
380
170

6730

3 SierI-a Leone

4 Malawi

5 Ethiopia
6 Guinea
7 Somalia
8 Mo,amblque
9 B“rkl”. F.,.
10 AIIE.31.

6.1 6.1 -0.01

6.9 7.0 -0.08

6.1 6.7 -0.00
6;4 6.2 ,). xz

6.6 6,6 0.00

S.7 6.1

6.S 6.5

6.4 6,4

7.1 7.1

8.0 5.9

7.1s

7,1s
1.1s
6.95
6.86
6.78

292/

226/

6s1/

342/

42’7/

74

1:

82

101

76

52

-0.25

0.00
1.40 1.50 -0.01

-0.02

0.07

-0.24

-0.15

11 NIzer 320

12 Chad 326

13 Guinea-Bissau 315

14 C.African ReP 308

15 Seneml 313

1.11

1.30

1.13

1.20

1.12

1.33

1.56

1.56

0.84

1.57

1.e2

6.87

6.40

6.49

6.55

6.49

6.26

6.04

8.00

6.91

5.99

5.09

6.27

6.27

5.60

324/

228/

37/

117/

309/

98/

110/

323 /

8
27

70

21

23

68

5.1 5,4

5.7 5.9

6,7 8.5

8.9 6.9

6.3 6.9

6,8 7.4

8.3 4.8

7.0 6.9

0.0s

-0.02

-0.37

-0.30

1.01

0.03

0,20

16 lfauritanla

17 Liberia

18 Rwanda

1 s Rampuch.?a

20 Yemen

21 Yemen. De..

22 Bh”ta”

23 NePal

24 Burundi

25 Bangladesh

310

303

248

218

378

378

297

297

1.23

1.30

0.38

-1.82

2.33

2,33

1,42

1.42

1.60

1.43

7.15

2.31

2.31

1..57

1,57

318/

339/

104/

54 I

677/

22s/

4428/

68

6s

21 7.0 6.6

5.0 5.4

5.9 e.e

5,7 6.4

6.1 5.7

6.8 1.0

6,7 6.4

11

137

8:

40

0.36

-0.07

-0.46

0.80

-0.11

0.14

-0.13

0.30

-0.1$

0.35

-0.76

0.01

1.02

-0.10

0.10

0.03

1,0s

1.01

1.68

1.05

1.49

2.29

1.96

1.94

1.56

1.77

2.20

1.26

2.52

1,87

1.89

262

310

293

248

282

318

294

5.78

5,36

5.17

.5.08

5.42

S.02

5.78

26 Benin

27 Sudan

28 Tanzania

29 Bolivia

30 NIPe, ia

213/

996/

1184/

284f

501s/

278/

43/

810/

181

212

51

895

49

7

6.9 ‘7.1

6.6 6.>

6.9 ?.1

6.2 5.8

4.1 4.9

8,9 6.9

7.2 5.s

5.9 6.1

5,7 5.5

7.2 6.9

8.1 5.3

5,7 5.8

6.2 e. I

5..9 3.9

6.e 8.6

6.5 6.5

5.8 5.8

e.e 6.8

31 IIaitl

32 Gabon

33 Wanda

34 Pakistan

35 Zaire

38 Laos

288

224

277

251

232

378

2s4

275

30.s

282

1.91 1.91

0.87 1.09

1.84 1.85

1.48 1.89

0.99 2.20

3.08 3.16

1,93 1.19

4.90

4.94

S.34

4.63

5.38

4.s6

5,19

141

7164211/

1394/

165/

S8/

1801/

4351

138/

232

27

10

286

69

22

0 37 hull

38 1 ran

30 c4mero.n

40 1.380

0.13

1.60

-0.07

0.04

1.55

-0.01

-0.01

0.01

-0.08

1.78

2.15

2.68

2,14

2.97.

1.52

1.30

2.14

2.89

2.21

2.52

1.87

2.00

2.s0

2.15

1,s0

2.00

1.82

4,02

2.25

4.19

3,21

4.3s

4.24

4.63

4.77

4.03

4.64

3.s3

3.21

3.92

3.27

3.73

810

230

270

eso

980

470

390

810

1010

7170

560

530

1110

290

680

720

2550

1190

12s0

8850

2010

770

1080

3020

840

240

1160

680

1640

190

820.

190

580

2080

1320

1570

41 India 22477 /34S5

4s3/ 71

683/ 99

42 Cot, d , 1“01,. 320

43 Ghana 224

44 Lee.atho 208

4S Zambia 228

46 Egypt 300

47 Per. 233

42 Libya 268

49 MO?OCCO 265

50 Indonesia 235

51 Ccnk?o 241

52 Kewa 208

.53 Zimbabwe 182

S4 Kcmd”ras 232

55 Algerfa 270

58 TU”i. ie 255

57 Guatemala 230

58 2audi Ar?.bia 292

59 south Africa 192

60 ,Nicar&eua 210

61 Turkey 258

62 Iraq 222

63 Botswana 114

65/ 9

3331 44

1629/ 214

708/ 91

161/ 21

7551 95

.5020/ 614

80/ 10

7.1 4.5

6,9 4.6

7,2 ?.0

7.2 4.6

5.4 3.7

5.9 6,0

8.2 8.0

8.6 6.6

7.4 5.9

7.4 8.5

7,2 4.2

6,9 5.9

7.3 6.9

5.6 5.0

1.3 5.6

8.0 3,7

7.2 6.2

6,4 6.5

7.0 3,9

5.8 6.,

6.9 4.8

1.50

0,11

1.12

1.49

-0.02

0.05

0.01

0.87

2.11

2.39

2.03

2.10

1.52

2.64

2.99

3.06

2.89

3.8e

2.77

1.71

2.31

2.02

3.13

4,46

4.30

3.16

3.90

3.62

3.96

3.71

3.86

3.50

2.05

3.11

3.49

3.24

1182/ 139

4s1/ 51

184/ 21

938/ 10.5

22S1 24

340/ 36

40.5/ 52

1272) 123

145/ 14

1486/ 147

689/ 67

57/ 5

1835/ 175

458/ 43

3411 31

132/ 12

4039/ 359

1192/ 106

222/ 20

201/ 17

0.43

1.92

0.s9

0.13

o.be

1.01

1.30

2.28 2,93 3,s5

2.48 3.92 3.24

3.12 5.36 3.12

3,36 2.24 3,79

2.22 2.26 3.18

3.30 3.21 3.27

0.54

-0,05

2.26

-0.19

1.43

0.58

2.08

1.89

1.03

2,49

1.83

64 Viet Nam

65 Madagascar

233

131 2.37 2.83

2.69 2.79

3.88 3.44

2.23 2.26

4,01 2.oa

3.eO

86 Ecuador

67 PaP”a NG

63 Brazil

69 Burma

70 El Salvador

71 Dominica” ReP

183

241

160

3.61

3.39

3.7e

3.85

3.5.4

6.3 5.4

6.2 3.6

5.$ 3.3

6.9 5.2

1,3 3.3

6.6 4,1

229

200 3,21 3.01

3.31 2.91

2.29 1.93

2.64 2.30

3.09 1.84
4.71 3.07

200

135

140

148

zle

3.57

72 PhillP@nes

73 Mexico

74 Colombia

o

75 Zy.le

3,89

3.77

3.92

3.s2

17S7/ 132

2537/ 183

813/ 61

502/ 34

6,7 4.2

6.7 3.7

7.5 e.s

1.83

2.28

0.28

● under 6 Mortality Rate (U512R1 1s the annual mJ8ber of .ieaths of children under 5

years of age Per 1.000 live births.
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Table 1: CHILD MORTALITY RATES: U512R

Average annual GNP P,, GhT per

rate .af ceductio” c.pit. caplt.

of the Under 5 (U.S. S ) rrowth rate

AunualJm. of

birth={ inf ant

and child

deaths (0-4 I

( thousands)

Isee

132/ 8

68/ 4

170/ 10

80/ 4

1290/ 68

84/ 4

1s914/ 942

417/ 19

558/ 2S

Total

1960

.llty Rat.

Average
amual

rat. of
red”ct 1..

80-86

.mtallty rate

Required””

80-80 80-85 85-2000 1985 85-80

3.9

80-85

-1.9134

Isa

218

92

149

164

202

113

114

239

04

7s

106

105

120

120

56

104

82

63

62

62

53

53

50

47

46

4.3

::

39

37

34

33

33

31

30

30

30

28

25

2s

24

24

23

21

20

20

20

1s

:;

16

13

13

13

13

13

13

12

12

12

11

11

11

11

10

10

9

9

9

9

8

7

7

m P,,r,guay

77 120c,eaLia.

78 .lordan

79 Lebanon

80 ‘rhai land

81 .ilbaola

82 chill,

83 Stl Lanka

84 Ve.ezuela

85 U.A. E.

88 GuY...

3.13

3.53

4.89

1.95

3.85

4.90

6.13

3,s4

3.94

2.05

.2.63

4.07

2.02

4.15

2,82

2.59

2.89

3.85

3.33

3.18

3.87

3.16

3.60

3,68

3.6s

3.72

2.18

2,75

3.76

3.73

3.3s

3.05

3.05

2.77

2.77

3.56

3.38

3.S0

1.73

3,60

3.57

2.3S

3.’/s

2.s7,

3.40

3.15

3.W

3.02

2.94

3.48

3.16

3.66

3.80

3.18

3.60

3.60

2.79

3.53

2.61

3.08

3.08

3.53

2.97

2,97

3.45

2.83

3.91

3.64

3.91

3.23

3.91

3,76

3.78

6.6

5.7
7.2

6.4

6.4

5.7

5.9

5.1

8.s

6,9

6.0

3.1

6.7

5.9

5.6

5.4

2.9

6.7

2.0

2.7

2.s

5.1

5.0

5.5

7.4

7.0

3.1

2.2

1.8

2.7

4.7

2.2

2.4

3.9

3.8

3.3

2.8

2.7

2.5

2.6

4.9

2.5

4.0

2.9

2.8

3.3

5.3

2.9

3.’9

2.6

2.0

3.1

2.5

2.9

2.6

2.3

4.6

4.9

7.3

3.5

3.0

3.4

2.2

3.0

3.9

5.8

2,9

3.3

3.s

3.3

3,’7

2.5

2.7

2,3

2.4

2.0

2,4

2,s

2.7

3.0

5.9

3.3

2.1

2,2

1.8

2.2

2.0

2.1

2.1

2,9

1.9

1.9

1.6

1.6

1.9

1.8

1.7

1,4

3.0

2.1

1.8

1.0

1.9

1,9

1,7

1.5

1.8

1,5

1.5

1.5

1.6

1.5

1.40

0.59

-0.07

2,26

2.9.3

1.99

3.75

2.01

1.95

0.79

:2.76

0.26

2.48

2.30

1.53

2.8S

0.39

3.08

-0. 6s

1.12

0.22

.2.63

2.30

2.25

0,28

2.79

1.41

-0.02

0.06

0.?0

3.27

0.1’7

0.s1

1.08

2.70

2.14

2.06

1.90

0.07

1.78

4,0S

2.1s

1.09

1.29

1.69

2.00

3.00

1.63

2.87
2.1s

0.42

2.29

2.04

2.33

1.71

1.64

1580

. . .

800

310

380

2080

19270

500

21s0

2000

2100

2150

18s0

1090

2560

2070

4550

1430

6020

940

14420

1300

1S70

4150

195J3

20s0

. .

3550

5820

4990

7010

16600

s120

8280

7180

6s20

7420

10930

4850

4290

8480

10830

6230

9540

13680

11200

11300

9200

1%370

143’70

10890

11800

$.2 1.5

4.0 2.6

4.2

2.9

0.5

8.e
3.2

-5.4

-7.7

-7.3

2.47

4.10

5.36

2.33

2.44

3.58

4.41

4.47

5.29

5.29

2.95

3.48

3.13

2.25

7.25

2.73

2..52

4.41

4.48

4.89

4.89

1.43

4.43

4.03

5.4!2

2.20

6.14

3.94

35/ 1

-0.2

0.2

4.4

2.5

26/ 1

733/ 29

440/ 16

60/ 2

615/ 21

97s{ 33

581 2

26/ 1

3S6/ 12

3s2/ 11

S207) 147

3721 7

30/ 1

27 A&nti”a

88 Malaysia

89 Panama

90 Korea. De..

91 2nree. R.%1.

92 Uruguay

93 !LaUriti”s

94 ma-la

-3.9

1.8

-0.2

e.s
1.4

2.7

8.3

-6.0

2.3

3.0

-0.54.195 Yuc.aslavla 113

96 USSR 53

97 Chile 142
98Trinidad & T 67

9s .lamalca 88

-0.2

:.3

-.2.9

-6.0

-3.1

-6.2

-2,7

-0.5

2.82

5.40

6.20

7.06

6.37

4.44

3.63

5.21

6.24

4.99

2.32

3.91

2.58

3.41

6.82

4.15

5.24

5.2s

6.17

4.23

4.28

6.37

3.23

2.86

2.92

6,51

2.24

6.01

3.43

4.12

2.24

4.s%

4.78

3.20

2.33

2.64

2.22

4.07

3.82

2.82

.5.22

3.04

5.5s

4.36

4.30

3.04

4.71

-G.7

-0.3

1.4

3.3

ew 2

68/ 2

72/ 2

1’72/ 4

123/ 3

132/ 3

63’71 13

1211 3

100 Kuwait 128

101 Costa RI.. 121

102 P.arc”eal 112

10S Bulgaria 62

104 nullgary STOHlaPelt.nd

100 Cuba

107 Greece 64

5.2 1.7

.2.6 -0,3 14s/

232/

94/

60/

3729/

93/

122/

2401

.2Sl%

2

4

2

1

48

108 Czechoslovakia 32

Im 1,,,.s1 40

110 N,” Zealand 27

111 WA 30

112 Austria 43

113 Elelsilu 35

114 Oermaa Dem. 44

115 Italy 50

11.5 Slneixwre 50

2,5

1.4

1,7

3.s

2.8

-0.7

1.2

1.4

1.7

0.8

1
2

3

22.6

7.6

0,4
6,4

1.2

-0.3

0.9

2.1

0.9

43/ 1

117 Oer~&. ReP. 32 2.7

2.2

‘2.8

1.6

2.0

118 Ireland 36

110 Spain se

120 Ur,lted Kln.zd.a 27

121 Aumtralia 25

122 Mon. K.”.? 65 7.39

4.69

4.55

4.02

6.70

3.41

4.39

4.71

3.29

5.11

1.89

2.09

1.89

3.93

e,l

2.8

2.4

4.4

0.3

0.8

9a/ 1
165/ 0123 Pr&e - 34

124 Zamda 33

125 Denmark 25
126 Jaw 40

127 Netherlands 22

128 Switzerland 27

129 Norwar 23

130 RinlMd 22

131 Sweden 20

304/ 4

2.0 sol 1

3,s 1522/ 14

0.3 173/ 2

1.3 70/ 1

3.2

1.8

4.7

2.0

1.4

3.82 1.89

5.52 2.33

3.91 2.S3

3.3

3.3

1.8

4!31 o
63/ o

27/ 1

2.1

1.5

,-
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PROTECTING THE WORLD’S CHILDREN:
AN AGENDA FOR THE 1990’s
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